Gastro-Enterostomy.
The operation employed in the majority of these cases is gastro-enterostomy.
The object of the operation is to make an artificial opening between the stomach and the small intestine, so that food which is unable to find an exit through the pylorus may escape through the artificial opening.
In preparing a gastro-enterostomy the details are similar to those required for other abdominal operations. In addition, the surgeon may wish to have the patient's stomach washed out by means of a tube immediately before the operation commences. Another point that needs special emphasis is the necessity for keeping the patient's mouth as celan as possible; and it is a common custom to order the use of an antiseptic mouth-wash or a gargle just before the patient comes to the operation room.
Tetany.
There is a curious complication of gastric dilatation which is worth mentioning, and this is tetany. In the case of Elizabeth Pattillo the charges were that she 'ailed in a certain case to apply proper and sufficient ligaiures to the umbilical cord, whereby haemorrhage ensued, causing the death of the new-born infant; that she failed to notify the local supervising authority of the child's death, and that she did not keep a register of cases. The coroner's verdict at the inquest on the infant had been that death was due to haemorrhage at birth owing to the ignorance of the midwife. It appeared that the haemorrhage was not noticed until three hours after birth; the woman's statement was that she tied the cord twice with tape and that when she left the child half an hour afterwards, having washed it meanwhile, everything was perfectly all right, and she supposed the tape must have slipped. As to notifying the local supervising authority, she had sent word of the death to the police-station and thought that was sufficient. Dr. Smith said that the woman was rather deaf and not intelligent, and that though she repeatedly had gone over the rules with her, she seemed very slow at grasping them, and did not keep her register completely at all.
The Board decided to severely censure the woman, and requested Dr. Smith to inspect and report to them again in three months' time. They felt that it was not proved that it was through neglect on the part of the midwife that the infant had died; the other two charges they considered proved. Suffolk, appeared, was then heard. The charges against her were that, being in attendance on a patient, she had disobeyed rules E 2, E 3, E 7, and E 11, and that the patient being ill and her progress unsatisfactory, she did not decline to attend alone or advise that a registered medical practitioner be sent for. From statements made by the midwife to Dr. Worthington, who was called in on the seventh day after the confinement (October 30), the woman was going on well until November 3, when she had some sort of fit; on November 5 she had two fits and another on November 6, just before Dr. Worthington arrived about 1.30 a.m. Dr. Worthington said it was evident that the patient had had rigors; she was suffering from puerperal fever, was sent to the hospital, and there died on November 11.
He was certainly of opinion that he should have been sent for sooner; the husband, who was a late groom of his, had come round for him ; and he had received no written message.
Miss Swain, who saw the midwife on December 5, stated that she did not make any mention of fits to her, but said that the patient was of a yellow colour on November 3, though her temperature was all right. Miss Swain found, however, that Mrs. Stead did not really understand the taking of a temperature. On the night of the 5th she (the midwife) had told the husband he must send for a doctor. The midwife admitted that she used no antiseptics and only washed her hands before leaving home, and said that the patient objected to being washed again after she had washed her twice. The Board decided to remove her name from the roll.
Miss Swain also appeared against Harriet Fields. The charges against her were that being in attendance cn a patient she disobeyed Rules E 2, E 7, E 11. and E 19, and that the patient being ill and her progress unsatisfactory on the fifth day she did not, until the seventh day, decline to attend alone or advise that a registered medical practitioner should be sent for. Miss Swain showed that she had repeatedly told her that she must get antiseptics and appliances, but she took no heed, that she was not a clean woman, and that she admitted the charges in this particular case, where the woman died of peritonitis. The Board decided to remove her name from the roll as she had deliberately failed to provide herself with appliances, and a woman had died apparently through her neglect.
Two charges of intoxication were brought against Emma Jones, certified midwife. Miss Mackenzie, Health Visitor and Inspector of Midwives for the Warwickshire County Council, stated that she had seen her drunk in her own home.
The husband of one of the patients appeared and gave full details of the midwife's helplessly drunk condition. A friend, who ha^. been called in by the husband, also gave evidence to the same effect. In the second case, the child died, and in giving the verdict at the inquest, the coroner had referred to the midwife's "chronic drunkenness." In this case she was found drunk in the garden with the infant's corpse in a box beside her, having undertaken to convey it to the churchyard. The Board decided to remove her name from the roll.
The last case heard was that of Emma Whittaker. The charges were that she had disobeyed rules E 1 and E 2, and that being in attendance on a patient, she had omitted to notice that a portion of the membranes belonging to the afterbirth had not been expelled, and that she had not taken the patient's temperature nor sent for a doctor when her progress was unsatisfactory. The coroner's verdict had been that the patient died from septic peritonitis, due to the neglect of the midwife.
The Board decided to remove her name from the roll.
At the conclusion of this meeting a special meeting of the Board was held to consider the question of new offices. It was decided to give powers to the sub-committee to lease new offices at a rent not exceeding ?400 per annum, including all charges, for a period of seven years. A letter from the clerk of the Privy Council in respect of the revised rules was considered. The letter referred, among other details, to rule F 2 (new rules), wherein the Board claimed power of suspension of a midwife. The Privy Council had been advised that no power of suspension is conferred upon the Board, the only mention of suspension in the Act being in Section 8 (3), which conferred that power upon local supervising authorities, and they therefore felt Rule F 2 must be omitted.
IRural flSMbwipes' association.
ANNUAL MEETING.
There was a good attendance at the third annual meeting of the Rural Mid wives' Association, which was held at 3 Grosvenor Place on Thursday last week. 
